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MEMORANDUM*

Appeal from the United States District Court

for the Northern District of California

Ronald M. Whyte, District Judge, Presiding

Submitted October 25, 2011**  

Before: TROTT, GOULD, and RAWLINSON, Circuit Judges.

Roberto Aguilar-Escobedo appeals pro se from the district court’s order

denying his motion under 28 U.S.C. § 2255.  We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C.

§ 2253, and we affirm.
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Aguilar-Escobedo contends that his attorney was ineffective for failing to

present a sentencing entrapment defense at trial.  As the district court concluded,

counsel’s representation did not fall below an objective standard of reasonableness. 

See Strickland v. Washington, 466 U.S. 668, 687-88 (1984).

AFFIRMED.


